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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's Response 

1. Claims 1-22 are currently pending. Claims 18, 21 and 22 have been amended to 
overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C 101, which is now moot. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this . 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 9-11, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Kyon Holman (Dell OpenManage Network Manager, November 17, 2003), 
hereinafter "Dell". 

As to independent claim 1, Dell teaches a method for integrated audit and configuration 
comprising the computer-implemented steps of: 

receiving a request from a user to analyze first configuration information with a second 
set of configuration information; receiving the first configuration information (page 18, Figure 9 
□ taught as user being able to select two files from a list of files and selecting the compare 
button); 
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analyzing one or more parameters of the first configuration information with the second 
set of configuration information to result in creating and storing comparison information; 
displaying the comparison information (page 18, Figure 10 □ taught as the result of selecting the 
compare button, the information within each configuration file is compared with each other by 
displaying a side by side comparison of the two configuration files); 

choosing one or more action mechanisms to provide to the user for each of then one or 
more parameters based on the comparison information; and enabling the user to perform one or 
more actions associated with the one or more action mechanisms (page 18, Figure 10 □ taught as 
the "«" and "»" buttons which allow the user to navigate through the difference between the 
two files). 

As to dependent claim 2, Dell teaches where the second set of configuration information 
comprises a set of one or more parameter values; and where the step of analyzing one or more 
parameters of the first confirmation information comprises comparing the values of the one or 
more parameters in the first configuration information with corresponding parameter values from 
the set of one or more parameter values from the second set of configuration information (page 
18 and 19, Figure 10 □ taught as comparing the first configuration file with the second 
configuration file and highlighting parameters that are different). 

As to dependent claim 4, Dell teaches where the actions comprise user input actions 
and the action mechanisms comprise a user input action mechanism (page 18 Qtaught as the user 
selecting buttons to compare and navigate through configuration files). 
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As to dependent claim 5, Dell teaches receiving a second request from the user to 
perform one action of the one or more actions; and performing the one action (page 18 □ taught 
as the user selecting actions to format, highlight differences and change the views of the 
configuration files). 

As to dependent claim 9, Dell teaches where the first configuration information 
comprises the configuration for a configurable system; the configurable system includes one 
or more configurable devices (switches); and the first configuration information is for each of the 
one or more configurable devices; and where the step of receiving the first configuration 
information comprises obtaining the first configuration information for each of the one or more 
configurable devices (page 18 and 19). 

As to dependent claim 10, note the discussion above, Dell teaches where the second set 
of configuration information is one set of second configuration information; and where the 
method further comprises the step of selecting the second set of configuration information based 
on the request from the user (page 1 8). 

As to dependent claim 11, note the discussion above, Dell teaches where the second set 
of configuration information is one set of second configuration information; and where the 
method further comprises the step of selecting the second set of configuration information based 
on one or more sets of configuration information for a device to be configured (page 18). 

As to dependent claim 14, Dell teaches where the one or more actions comprise one or 
more user input actions, and the one or more action mechanisms comprise one or more user input 
action mechanisms, and where the step of performing the action associated with a particular user 
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input action mechanism comprises the steps of: obtaining user input for a parameter value 
associated with the particular user input action mechanism; and changing the parameter value 
associated with the particular user input action mechanism based on the user input (page 18 
□ taught as the user selecting buttons to compare and navigate through configuration files). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the mention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dell 
in view of Blakely-Fogel et al (US Patent 4864492), hereinafter "Blakely-Fogel". 

As to dependent claim 3, Dell teaches a second set of configuration information and 
where the step of analyzing one or more parameters of the first confirmation information 
comprises analyzing the one or more parameters of the first configuration information with the 
second configuration. However, Dell does not teach where the second set of configuration 
information comprises a set of one or more rules; and where the step of analyzing one or more 
parameters of the first confirmation information comprises analyzing the one or more parameters 
of the first configuration information with respect to the set of one or more rules. Blakely-Fogel 
teaches a knowledge base within a configuration system which contains rules for a specific 
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network environment, interdependences of user parameters, references and integrity, values 
such as limits and defaults (column 2 lines 18-25). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have used a configuration file with rules to analyze another configuration file to exclude the user 
having to have personal knowledge of protocols of the network architecture and allows a user to 
configure a complex program in order to establish communications over a network (column 1 
line 68 to column 2 line 2, column 2 lines 65-68). 

As to dependent claim 13, Dell teaches one or more actions. However Dell does not 
teach where the one or more actions comprise one or more fix actions, and the one or more 
action mechanisms comprise one or more fix action mechanisms, and where the step of 
performing the action associated with the fix action mechanism comprises changing a parameter 
value associated with a particular fix action mechanism based on a corresponding parameter 
value in the second set of configuration information. Blakely-Fogel teaches after the user 
selecting to compare the configuration file with a knowledge base, a user interface is presented to 
display knowledge needed to correct the errors. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined the fix action mechanism with changing a parameter value to allow the program 
to easily be maintained and debugged. 
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6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dell in view of 
Kraft, IV (US Patent 6880107 Bl), hereinafter "Kraft". 

As to dependent claim 6, Dell teaches where the second request is one of one or more 
requests to perform actions, and where the method further comprises the step of performing the 
one or more corresponding actions based on the one or more requests to perform actions (page 
18 Dtaught as the user selecting actions to format, highlight differences and change the views of 
the configuration files). However, Dell does not teach where performing the one or more 
corresponding actions comprises constructing new configuration information based on the first 
configuration information and each action. Kraft teaches and authoring or editing tool that 
allows a user to modify a configuration file to reflect on the modification of another 
configuration file (column 2 lines 34-36). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined the configuration file of Dell with the modification and the constructing of a new 
file of Kraft to insure that the configuration files are maintained with appropriate format, syntax, 
and parameter values (column 2 lines 40-42). 



Application/Control Number: 10/764,323 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2176 

7. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dell 
in view of Kraft in further view of Blakely-Fogel. 



As to dependent claim 7, note the discussion above, Dell as modified by Kraft teaches a 
new configuration file and displaying a summary of problems. However Dell as modified by 
Kraft does not teach checking the new configuration against an object model of acceptable 
configurations; if the changes are not acceptable, displaying a summary of problems. Blakely- 
Fogel teaches a knowledge base within a configuration system which contains rules for a specific 
network environment, interdependencies of user parameters, references and integrity, values 
such as limits and defaults (column 2 lines 18-25). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have used a configuration file with rules to analyze another configuration file to exclude the user 
having to have personal knowledge of protocols of the network architecture and allows a user to 
configure a complex program in order to establish communications over a network (column 1 
line 68 to column 2 line 2, column 2 lines 65-68). 

As to dependent claim 8, note the discussion above, Dell as modified by Kraft teaches a 
new configuration is the configuration for a configurable system (column 2 lines 34-36), the 
configurable system includes one or more configurable devices; and where the method further 
comprises the steps of column 1 line 65 through column 2 line 2). However Dell as modified by 
Kraft does not teach receiving a third request to submit the changes, checking the new 
configuration information against an object model of acceptable configurations, and if the 



Application/Control Number: 10/764,323 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2176 

changes are acceptable, configuring the configurable system. Blakely-Fogel teaches comparing a 
configuration file with a knowledge base and the information within the configuration file has to 
be correct in order for the system to configure (column 4 lines 3-22). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined the new configuration file of Dell as modified by Kraft with the knowledge base 
of Blakely-Fogel to maintain the integrity of the configuration file and which allows programs to 
be easier to maintain and easier to debug (column 2 lines 55-58 and column 4 lines 21-22). 

8. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dell in view 
of Ames et al (US Patent 6151567), hereinafter "Ames". 

As to dependent claim 12, Dell teaches one or more actions. However, Dell does not 
teach toggle actions. Ames teaches toggle actions, and toggle action mechanisms, and where the 
step of performing the action associated with a particular toggle action mechanism comprises 
changing a parameter value associated with the particular toggle action mechanism (column 16 
lines 28-41 — ► taught as user toggling between parameters to update the parameters) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined the actions of Dell to include toggling of Ames to allow complete flexibility of 
the configuration file parameters (column 16 lines 37-41). 
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9. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dell in view 
of Andrade et al (US Patent 7024660 B2), hereinafter "Andrade". 

As to dependent claim 15, Dell teaches actions and mechanisms. However, Dell does 
not teach where the actions comprise a wizard action, and action mechanisms comprise one or 
more wizard action mechanisms, and where the step of performing the action associated with a 
particular wizard action mechanism comprises the step of running a wizard associated with the 
particular wizard action mechanism. Andrade teaches a configuration wizard that receives user 
inputs to lead user through the configuration process (column 12 lines 20-28). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined the configuration system of Dell with the configuration wizard of Andrade to 
bridge the gap between ease and flexibility (column 13 lines 24-26). 

10. Claims 16 and 18-21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dell in view of Blakely-Fogel in further view of Kraft. 

As to independent claim 16, Dell teaches a method for integrated audit and 
configuration comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request from a user to analyze first configuration information with a second 
set of configuration information, obtaining the first configuration information, and receiving the 
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first configuration information (page 18, Figure 9 □ taught as user being able to select two files 
from a list of files and selecting the compare button). 

analyzing one or more parameters of the first configuration information with the second 
set of configuration information to result in creating and storing comparison information and 
displaying the comparison information (page 18, Figure 10 □ taught as the result of selecting the 
compare button, the information within each configuration file is compared with each other by 
displaying a side by side comparison of the two configuration files); 

choosing one or more action mechanisms to provide to the user for each of the one or 
more parameters based on the comparison information, enabling the user to perform one or more 
actions associated with the one or more action mechanisms (page 18, Figure 10 □ taught as the 
"«" and "»" buttons which allow the user to navigate through the difference between the two 
files); 

receiving a second request from the user to perform one action of the one or more actions 
(page 1 8 Qtaught as the user selecting actions to format, highlight differences and change the 
views of the configuration files). However Dell does not teach where the second set of 
configuration information comprises a set of one or more rules ; and where the step of analyzing 
one or more parameters of the first confirmation information comprises analyzing the one or 
more parameters of the first configuration information with respect to the set of one or more 
rules and performing the one action, where performing the action comprises constructing new 
configuration information based on the first configuration information and the one action. 
Blakely-Fogel teaches a knowledge base within a configuration system which contains rules for 
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a specific network environment, interdependences of user parameters, references and integrity, 
values such as limits and defaults (column 2 lines 18-25). Kraft teaches and authoring or editing 
tool that allows a user to modify a configuration file to reflect on the modification of another 
configuration file (column 2 lines 34-36). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combine the comparing configuration system of Dell and the knowledge base of Blakely- 
Fogel with the new configuration of Kraft to exclude the user having to have personal knowledge 
of protocols of the network architecture and allows a user to configure a complex program in 
order to establish communications over a network (column 1 line 68 to column 2 line 2, column 
2 lines 65-68, of Blakely Fogel) and to insure that the configuration files are maintained with 
appropriate format, syntax, and parameter values (column 2 lines 40-42, of Kraft) 

As to independent claims 18, 19, 20 and 21 are rejected under the same rationale as 
claim 16. 

11. Claims 17 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chris Hardie (Computer Security Audit Checklist, 2003), hereinafter "Hardie" in view of 
Dell in further view of Blakely-Fogel in further view of Kraft. 

As to independent claim 17, Hardie teaches a method providing an integrated security 
audit and security configuration for a network device (page 1). However, Hardie does not teach 
the below mentioned computer implemented steps. Dell teaches receiving a request from a user 
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to analyze first configuration information with a second set of configuration information, 
obtaining the first configuration information, and receiving the first configuration information 
(page 18, Figure 9 □ taught as user being able to select two files from a list of files and selecting 
the compare.button). 

analyzing one or more parameters of the first configuration information with the second 
set of configuration information to result in creating and storing comparison information and 
displaying the comparison information (page 18, Figure 10 □ taught as the result of selecting the 
compare button, the information within each configuration file is compared with each other by 
displaying a side by side comparison of the two configuration files); 

choosing one or more action mechanisms to provide to the user for each of the one or 
more parameters based on the comparison information, enabling the user to perform one or more 
actions associated with the one or more action mechanisms (page 18, Figure 10 □ taught as the 
"«" and "»" buttons which allow the user to navigate through the difference between the two 
files); 

receiving a second request from the user to perform one action of the one or more actions 
(page 18 Dtaught as the user selecting actions to format, highlight differences and change the 
views of the configuration files). However Dell does not teach where the second set of 
configuration information comprises a set of one or more rules ; and where the step of analyzing 
one or more parameters of the first confirmation information comprises analyzing the one or 
more parameters of the first configuration information with respect to the set of one or more 
rules and performing the one action, where performing the action comprises constructing new 
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configuration information based on the first configuration information and the one action. 
Blakely-Fogel teaches a knowledge base within a configuration system which contains rules for 
a specific network environment, interdependencies of user parameters, references and integrity, 
values such as limits and defaults (column 2 lines 18-25). Kraft teaches and authoring or editing 
tool that allows a user to modify a configuration file to reflect on the modification of another 
configuration file (column 2 lines 34-36). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have a security audit and security configuration system which includes the comparing 
configuration system of Dell and the knowledge base of Blakely-Fogel with the new 
configuration of Kraft to exclude the user having to have personal knowledge of protocols of the 
network architecture and allows a user to configure a complex program in order to establish 
communications over a network (column 1 line 68 to column 2 line 2, column 2 lines 65-68, of 
Blakely Fogel) and to insure that the configuration files are maintained with appropriate format, 
syntax, and parameter values (column 2 lines 40-42, of Kraft) and to provide a detailed, action- 
oriented report, empowering the user with insight and advice you need to bring an application 
security under control. 

As to independent claim 22 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 7. 

Response to Arguments 
12. Applicant's arguments filed 05/25/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 
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In regard to independent claim 1, Applicant asserts that Dell does not teach or suggest the 
step of analyzing result in "creating and storing comparison information" by a machine. 
The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

While the Examiner agrees that the user views the screens to identify the difference 
between to files, it is however the system itself that compares the files in order for the screen to 
render the difference between the files by highlighting the parameters that conflict (Figure 10). 
Therefore the analyzing is executed by the system for displaying the difference between to files. 
The rendering of the highlighted parameters to visually show the difference between the files is 
the creation and storing of comparison information due to the system highlighting information 
that is not identical in another file, which was not previously highlighted and allowing a user to 
maneuver in the files to view additional comparison information. 

Applicant further asserts that Dell does not teach or disclose an action mechanism based 
on the comparison information and enabling the user to perform one or more actions associated 
with the action mechanisms. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Dell teaches "«" and "»" buttons that allow a user to jump to previous and next 
highlighted differences between two files. The highlighted differences are the comparison 
information, since it is what the system uses to visually portray the differences between files. 
These clickable buttons, which are manipulated by a user, perform the function of moving 
through the highlighted differences. The buttons constitute action mechanism because they 
embody actions that are executed in the comparison files, these buttons further provide a user to 
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prompt execution of the actions by clicking the buttons. Therefore Dell teaches action 
mechanisms based on comparison information and enabling the user to perform actions 
associated with the action mechanisms. 

Claims 2, 4, 5, 9-1 1 and 14 all depend from claim 1 and therefore are also not patentable 
over Dell for at least the reasons set forth herein with respect to claim 1 . 

The remaining claims, which are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 stand rejected as either 
explicitly reciting or depending from other claims which recite substantially similar subject 
matter as that of claim 1 and as addressed above. 

Conclusion 

13, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrea N. Long whose telephone number is 571-270-1055. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs 6:00 am to 3:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on 571-272-4137. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 8.00-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Andrea Long 
August 7, 2007 




